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Factors Influencing Farmers’ Willingness for Farmland Preservation Compensation

WANG An-tao, WU Yu-ling
(College of City and Environmental Science,Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079 ,China)

Abstract: This paper first theoretically analyzes the influencing factors and driving mechanism of farmers’ willingness to accept

compensation for farmland preservation, and then establishes a binary Logistic regression model to further examine this subject using

the empirical data. The results indicate that farmers who own more financial capital tend to have a greater expectation for farmland

preservation compensation, while those who own more natural capital are inclined to expect lower compensation. Monetary

compensation has a stronger stimulation on the farmers” willingness to accept compensation for farmland preservation compared with

other compensation modes. Moreover, regional economic development level also has a significant effect on farmers”’ willingness, which

is generally higher in developed regions than in less developed regions.
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